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was detrimental to the good order of the Church, it was thought best
to legalize their " actions," " so far as this could be done without
any change of doctrine or any injury to the principles of the Reforma-
tion." The Archbishop succeeded in persuading the peers that the
Revised Book fulfilled these conditions and carried the measure
sanctioning its use by a majority of 241 to 88. But this result was
only reached after the minority had made a powerful protest in a three-
days' debate, which was followed with lively interest all over the
country.
The atmosphere, therefore, was somewhat heated when the measure
came to the Commons the day after it had left the Lords. " Trust
the bishops " was the advice of the Prime Minister, but it was hotly
opposed by his own Home Secretary and Attorney-General who saw
a total subversion of the principles of the Reformation in the proposed
revision. " Why trust the bishops ?" asked others, when on their own
showing they were surrendering to a section of the clergy who " in
spite of their vows " had deliberately broken the law of the Church.
A thief might be pacified by legalizing theft. Many members had
only a very dim idea what the point in debate was, but by this time
feeling was running strong in the constituencies, and safety seemed
to lie on the side of resisting a change which provoked such passionate
feeling. When it came to a division, the Revised Book was rejected
by 238 to 205.
It was a surprise to the Government and a shock to the bishops who
had supposed that, when Parliament gave churchmen the right to
legislate for themselves in their own Assembly, the sanction which
it had reserved for itself would be only a formality. The Archbishop
took it with fortitude and determined to try again in the next session
of Parliament. Accordingly, after certain modifications to meet objec-
tions raised in the previous debate, the Book was presented a second
time on June 13, 1928, and this time debated for two days. The
argument was on a high level and ranged over a wide field of theology
and metaphysics. It was evident that since the previous December
the House had taken much pains to educate itself on the subject of
controversy, but it was less than ever convinced that the Revised Book
did not cross the boundary between Roman and Protestant, and the
slight modifications proposed alienated the Anglo-Catholics without
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